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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is in response to applicants response received on 
December 28, 2005. 

2. Claims 1-7, 9-10, 12-22 and 24-29 are amended. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 28, 2005 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

1. Applicant on page 14, lines 20-21 argues that "nowhere does Reitmeier 
hint or suggest the inventive claim elements directed to security-coupling, namely 
setting a security coupling level for the elements of information that are 
transmitted." 

Reitmeier describes a secure and a flexible method (see [0006]) that 
provides multiple-level security (see [0019]) for protecting segmented data and 
information transmitted from a providing device to a receiving device. 
Furthermore, Reitmeier describes multiple-layer security system that the layers 
are augmented (see [0053]) and some are additionally optional (see [0054]). 
Thus, the flexible security system of Reitmeier can provide different layers of 
security for protecting segments of information in transmission (i.e., protecting 
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some information with less or more layers of security), which is equivalent to the 
security level of claimed invention. 

2. Applicant on page 1 5, lines 9-1 0 argues that "Nowhere do any of the 
foregoing components, and their associated functions, provide or establish levels 
for security coupling between the segments." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., security coupling between the segments) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

3. Applicant on page 15, lines 14-17 argues that "nowhere does Reitmeier 
hint or suggest the inventive claim elements directed to setting a dividing rule that 
divides the information into a plurality of loosely coupled information, based on 
the security-coupling level." 

Reitmeier describes a method and a system for dividing information prior 
to transmission into a scrambled collection of segments (corresponding to the 
recited into a plurality of loosely coupled information) and produces an 
associated index table to be used by the receiving device to reassemble the 
received information segments into a standard order (corresponding to the 
recited based on the security-coupling level) (see [0008]). Additionally, Reitmeier 
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describes that the input information are chopped (i.e., divided) into a plurality of 
information segments according to one or more of a plurality of criteria (see 
[0023] and [0029]) which again corresponds to the recited based on the security- 
coupling level. 

4. Applicant on page 15, lines 17-18 argues that "nowhere does Reitmeier 
hint or suggest dividing the information into the plurality of pieces of loosely 
coupled information, based on the dividing rule received." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., dividing the information based on the dividing rule received) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See 
In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

5. Applicant on page 15, lines 20-21 argues that "nowhere does Reitmeier 
hint or suggest that the segmentation is based on the security coupling between 
different segments." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., segmentation is based on the security coupling between different 
segments) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not 
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read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

6. Applicant on page 16, lines 3-5 argues that "nowhere does reference hint 
or suggest using a dividing rule at the receiving end, one that divides the 
information into loosely coupled information, to re-structure the pieces of loosely 
coupled information at the receiving end." 

Reitmeier describes that an index table (corresponding to the recited a 
dividing rule), which has been created by the information provider is transmitted 
to the subscriber to use the table for reconstruction or rearrangement 
(corresponding to the recited re-structure) of the segmented information (see 
[0008] and [0037]). Reitmeier also describes that the input information are 
chopped (i.e., divided) into a plurality of information segments according to one 
or more of a plurality of criteria prior to transmission to a subscriber (see [0023] 
and [0029]). It is obvious that the subscriber must have some knowledge of the 
criteria (i.e., the segmentation rule) In order to reconstruct the segmented 
information at the receiving end. 

7. In light of the above submission the previous claim rejections under 35 
USC 102 is maintained. 
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Previous claim rejections 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 12-16, 18-23 and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being anticipated by Reitmeier et al (2002/0003881 A1; hereinafter 
Reitmeier). 

Regarding claims 1, 7, 8, 15, 21, 22 and 29, Reitmeier discloses: 

a plurality of information communication terminals that exchange 
information including a plurality of elements (see, for example, [0031]-[0032]), 

wherein, of the plurality of information communication terminals an 
information communication terminal that transmits the information comprises: 

a security-coupling level setting unit which sets a security-coupling level of 
the plurality of elements of the information (see, for example, [0005], [0006], 
[0017], [0019] and [0050]-[0054]); 
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a dividing rule setting unit which sets a dividing rule that divides the 
information into a plurality of pieces of loosely coupled information, based on the 
security-coupling level set by the security-coupling level setting unit (see, for 
example, [0007]; [0008]; [0023], where scrambled collection of information 
segments corresponds to the recited plurality of pieces of loosely coupled 
information); 

a dividing unit which divides the information into the plurality of pieces of 
loosely coupled information, based on the dividing rule set by the dividing rule 
setting unit (see, for example, Fig. 1, 11 OA and 11 0B; [0021]; [0008], where the 
index table corresponds to the recited dividing rule); and 

a transmitting unit which transmits the plurality of pieces of loosely 
coupled information divided by the dividing unit, and the dividing rule set by the 
dividing rule setting unit (see, for example, [0003]; [0005]; [0008]; [0054]), and 

wherein, of the plurality of information communication terminals an 
information communication terminal that receives the information comprises: 

a receiving unit which receives the plurality of pieces of loosely coupled 
information, and the dividing rule (see, for example, [0008]; [0017]); and 

a re-structuring unit which re-structures the information from the plurality 
of pieces of loosely coupled information, based on the dividing rule received by 
the receiving unit (see, for example, [0008]; [0017]; [0025]; [0037]). 

Regarding claims 2, 9, 16 and 23, Reitmeier discloses: 
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The information exchanging system according to claim 1, wherein the 
transmitting unit comprises a multi-routing unit which transmits the plurality of 
pieces of loosely coupled information by using a plurality of transmission paths, 
and 

wherein the receiving unit receives the plurality of pieces of loosely 
coupled information from the plurality of transmission paths (see, for example, 
[0008]; [0017]; [0054]; [0056]). 

Regarding claims 4, 12, 18 and 26, Reitmeier discloses: 
The information exchanging system according to claim 1, wherein the 
information is described in the Extensible Markup Language (XML) (see, for 
example, [0016]; [0033], where it is indicated that the Reitmeier invention can be 
used also for other type of information including XML). 

Regarding claims 5, 13, 19 and 27, Reitmeier discloses: 
The information exchanging system according to claim 4, wherein the 
security-coupling level setting unit sets a security-coupling level based on at least 
one of names, contents, and attributes of the elements as defined in the 
document type definition (DTD) for said elements (see, for example, [0026]; 
[0053], where the security level depends upon the size of the segments of data). 

Regarding claims 6, 14, 20 and 28, Reitmeier discloses: 
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The information exchanging system according to claim 1, wherein the 
loosely coupled information compries re-coupling information for re-coupling 
information in the information terminal device at the receiving side, and 

wherein the dividing rule comprises information for specifying a 
correspondence between the loosely coupled information and the re-coupling 
information (see, for example, [0008]; [0018], where the index table that 
corresponds to the recited dividing rule, transmitted to the subscribers to be used 
for the rearrangement of the scrambled data segments to their original order). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3, 10, 11, 17, 24 and 25 are objected to as being dependent upon 
a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
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calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdulhakim Nobahar whose telephone 
number is 571-272-3808. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 8-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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